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destruction of the town, the Gesta Hrodberti^ which were ascribed to the time of the

Salzburg Bishop Virgil (d. yS^,1 and the Breves Notitiae which were supposed
to belong to the same period as the Indiculus Arnonis, i.e. about 790. The agree-
ment of these independent records seemed to confirm the facts beyond a doubt.
Most recent research has, however, made highly significant changes in the
interpretation even of these documents, and has arrived at results whose funda-
mental importance could only become obvious when attention was for the first
time concentrated on the particular problems mentioned above. It has been shown
that the passages in question in the Breves Notitiae are derived from the Gesta
Hrodberti 2 j they therefore lose their value as independent records and are useless
as evidence in the problem that is before us. Moreover, the Gesta Hrodberti itself
has also lost much of its former prestige. Not only is it of a later date than was
thought originally,8 belonging to the ninth century, but its good faith is not above
suspicion, and there is reason to believe that its composition was influenced by
certain aims of the archbishopric of Salzburg.4 There can be no doubt that a
very clear aim was pursued in its topography. According to the Gesta, Rupert
makes a journey to Lauriacum and its province, in order to include it in his own
sphere of activity and to support the intentions of the archbishops of Salzburg
in that region.5 But the falsifier had also another object in view. We possess a
genuine record of Rupert's doings, the so-called Indiculus Arnonis of 790.
Here we find nothing about his journey to Lauriacum. Even if this did not prove
a stumbling-block, the contrast between the two accounts of Rupert's undertakings
is remarkable. According to the Gesta> directly Rupert had received his authority
from Duke Theodo, he begins his activity in the province by journeying to
Lauriacum. From there he goes to the Wallersee and while he is at work here, he
hears for the first time that in the neighbourhood there is a place called Juvavum,
where beautiful houses had been built in Roman times, but which is now
in ruins and hidden by forests. This information causes Rupert to visit the place
personally; and he asks the Duke to give him authority ad extirpanda et
purificanda loca ad ecclesiasucum prout ei libitum foret, or dinar e officium.

The story runs quite differently in the Indiculus Arnonis. The list of tributes
paid to the bishopric of St. Peter within the town of Salzburg (infra oppidum
Sal^burcK) begins by stating that Duke Theodo had first (primum) handed over to
Rupert with all its belongings predictum oppidum simulque et castrum supenorem.6
Thus the settlement cannot have perished completely.7 The story of the older
and reliable record is the more credible, especially as the Gesta later contradict
their own account as given above ; for they mention in a subsequent passage the
castrum superius where Rupert is said to have founded the nunnery later on.8
Are we to assume that it was first built by him ? The Gesta tell us nothing of that,
but allow it to appear that the nunnery was already in existence.

The falsification is still more plain if we add the story of the later Breves
Nontiae, which obviously made use of the Gesta. They relate that Duke Theodo
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